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receiving the vintage life membership include:
Dharathula Millender, Dorothy Clark, Anna
Connor, Dr. FranCina Conard, Delorise Web-
ster, and Rev. Samuel Roberts. Those receiv-
ing silver life memberships include: Roosevelt
Allen, Jr., Ella Bradford, Valerie Allen
Broadnax, Jacqueline Hall, Esq., and Christina
Sally. St. Timothy Community Church will be
receiving the gold life membership and Steven
Christopher Tinsley and the Youth Church at
St. Timothy Community Church will receive
junior life memberships.

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my other distin-
guished colleagues to join me in paying tribute
to the new life members as well as the other
members of the Gary NAACP for the efforts,
activities, and leadership that these out-
standing men and women have championed
to improve the quality of life for all residents of
Indiana’s First Congressional District.

———————

WHY THE CRACKDOWN ON CUBA

HON. BARBARA LEE

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 8, 2003

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | would like to insert
the following article entitled “Why the Crack-
down in Cuba,” by Wayne S. Smith into the
RECORD.

WHY THE CRACKDOWN IN CUBA?
(By Wayne S. Smith)

Various newspaper articles reporting the
deplorable crackdown on dissidents in Cuba
have correctly noted that the situation there
earlier had seemed to be inching toward
somewhat greater tolerance. During his trip
to Cuba in May of last year, for example,
President Carter met with Cuban dissidents
and in his televised speech to the nation
spoke of the Varela Project, an initiative of
theirs calling for greater political freedoms.
And both before and after Carter’s visit,
many other Americans, myself included, reg-
ularly and openly met with the dissidents as
part of a broad effort to expand dialogue and
improve relations between our two coun-
tries.

Oswaldo Paya, the principal architect of
the Varela Project, was even recently al-
lowed to come to the United States to re-
ceive the W. Averell Harriman award from
the National Democratic Institute in Wash-
ington, and from there he went on to Europe.
The Cuban government may not have liked
what he had to say while abroad, but he
wasn’t punished for it when he returned
home. It did indeed seem that things might
slowly be moving toward somewhat greater
tolerance of dissent on the island.

Why then the recent arrest of dissidents?
Is it, as some in the United States quickly
posited, that Castro was simply hoping the
rest of the world was so distracted by the
war in lIraq, that no one would notice or
react to the detention of a few dissidents in
Cuba?

No, that explanation simply doesn’t hold
up. First of all, no one in his right mind (and
whatever else he is, Castro is that) would
have expected the arrest of over 80 dis-
sidents, many of them well-known inter-
national figures, to go unremarked. The Cu-
bans expected a firestorm, and they got it.

Second, the timing could hardly be worse
from Castro’s standpoint. The UN Human
Rights Commission has just begun its annual
deliberations to decide, among other things,
whether to condemn Cuba for violations of
human fights. Given the greater tolerance
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discussed above, there had seemed a good
chance that Cuba would not be condemned
this year. The cralckdown, coming just now,
makes that far less likely.

Given all that, why the crackdown and
why now? To answer those questions, we
must first note that the greater leeway for
dissent noted above came in response to the
overtures of groups in the American Con-
gress and the American public, not to any
easing of the hard line on the part of the
Bush Administration. Quite the contrary, its
policies and rhetoric remained as hostile and
as threatening as ever. It ignored all Cuban
offers to begin a dialogue and instead held to
an objective of regime change. As Mr. James
Cason, the Chief of the U.S. Interests Section
has stated publicly, one of his tasks was to
promote ‘‘transition to a participatory form
of government.””

Now, we would all like to see a more open
society in Cuba; that indeed, is what we are
all working toward. But it is not up to the
United States to orchestrate it. In fact, it is
not up to the United States to decide what
form of government Cuba should have. Cuba
is, after all, a sovereign country. To the Cu-
bans, for the chief U.S. diplomat in Cuba to
seem to be telling them what kind of govern-
ment they should have seemed a return to
the days of the Platt Amendment.

The Bush Administration was uncomfort-
able with signs of greater tolerance on Cas-
tro’s part, for that simply encouraged those
in the United States who wanted to ease
travel controls and begin dismantling the
embargo. New initiatives along those lines
were expected in the Congress this spring.
What to do to head them off?

What the Administration did is clear
enough. It ordered the Chief of the U.S. In-
terests Section in Havana to begin a series of
high-profile and provocative meetings with
dissidents, even holding seminars in his own
residence and passing out equipment of var-
ious kinds to them. He even held press con-
ferences after some of the meetings. The Ad-
ministration knew that such “‘bull-in-the-
china-shop” tactics would provoke a Cuban
reaction—hopefully an overreaction. And
given that the purpose was ‘‘regime change”’,
the Cubans came to see them as ‘‘subver-
sive’ in nature and as increasingly provoca-
tive. Those arrested were not charged with
expressing themselves against the state, but
with “‘plotting with American diplomats.”

The circumstances are different, but to un-
derstand Cuban sensitivities in this case, let
us imagine the reaction of the U.S. Govern-
ment if Cuban diplomats here were meeting
with members of the Puerto Rican Independ-
ence Party to help them promote Puerto
Rico’s transition from commonwealth to
independence. Perhaps the Attorney General
would not arrest everyone involved, but I
wouldn’t take any bets on it.

And the beginning of the war in Iraq did
play a role in the crackdown. The Cubans
saw it as a signal that the United States was
determined to throw its weight around and
to blow away anyone it doesn’t like through
the unilateral use of force. As one Cuban of-
ficial put it to me recently: “This new pre-
emptive-strike policy of yours puts us in a
new ball game, and in that new game, we
must make it clear that we can’t be pushed
around.”

It was this kind of mind set that led to the
crackdown and that turned the latter into a
massive overreaction. The Cubans did ex-
actly what the Bush Administration had
hoped they would do. Virtually the whole ac-
tive dissident community has now not only
been arrested but put on trial (or notified
that they soon will be) and given extremely
heavy sentences. Tragic. This is a blot that
will not be easily erased and that will im-
pede any significant progress in U.S.-Cuban

E897

relations until there is some amelioration of
conditions in Cuba. The Bush Administra-
tion meanwhile will certainly continue the
pressures, and the provocations, so as to pre-
vent any such amelioration.

It has been argued that Castro simply saw
this as a propitious moment to halt dissent
in Cuba, and there are doubtless some ele-
ments of truth to that argument. Castro has
never liked to be criticized. Still over the
past few years, he had tolerated criticism of
the system. All things being equal he might
have continued to do so. But the situation
has changed, not just between the U.S. and
Cuba, but internationally, in ways that the
U.S. public is just beginning to understand.

In the dark days that lie ahead, people of
good will in the United States who want to
see a more normal relationship between our
two countries, and to see a more open soci-
ety in Cuba, should hold to the demonstrable
truth that the best way to bring about both
is through the reduction of tensions, the be-
ginning of a meaningful dialogue and in-
creased contacts. As Elizardo Sanchez,
Cuba’s leading human rights activist, has
often put it, ““the more American citizens in
the streets of Cuban cities, the better for the
cause of a more open society; so why do you
maintain travel controls?”” The policies fol-
lowed by one administration after another
over the past 44 years have accomplish noth-
ing positive. True to form, the policy fol-
lowed by the Bush Administration, and the
clumsy tactics of the U.S. Interests Section,
have produced only a crackdown. Exactly
what we should not want!

——————

CENTRAL NEW JERSEY CELE-
BRATES THE ORDER OF THE
ELKS NATIONAL YOUTH WEEK

HON. RUSH D. HOLT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 8, 2003

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the important work of the Central New
Jersey Elks Lodges who are observing Na-
tional Youth Week. This week is intended to
honor the Junior Citizens of Central New Jer-
sey with whom the Elks have worked through-
out the past twelve months. The Elks Lodges
work in conjunction with the schools, Boy
Scouts, Girl Scouts, Cub Scouts and other
local youth organizations to promote the prin-
ciples of the Order of the Elks and those of
the collaborating organizations.

The ideals celebrated by the Order of the
Elks, as a part of National Youth Week, in-
clude academic achievement, volunteerism,
and community service. Young people are rec-
ognized at dinners organized by the Elks
Lodges to their accomplishments in these
areas. Examples of events include, working
with the Cub Scouts and Boy Scouts to spon-
sor the Blue and Gold Dinner at which merit
badges are distributed. The Tournament of
Champions in conjunction with the schools
celebrates the academic achievement of local
students.

| commend the Order of the Elks for pro-
moting these important ideals in our commu-
nities. They are reinforcing and rewarding our
Junior Citizens for displaying important com-
munity values. It is only through the develop-
ment of a combination of scholastic excellence
and a meaningful sense of community partici-
pation that we can build strong communities
for tomorrow. Clearly the Order of the Elks in
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